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for all other purposes the land is his own property, subject only to the
payment of assessment, which the State demands in return for the use of
the land (ride chapter on "Land Eevenue ").

The system of individual responsibility is not of British intro-
duction, but, with modifications and many irregularities, has been
immemorial in the district; the Hindu Eajahs of Mysore had their
survey and field assessment, which was continued and modified under
Musalman rule (Buchanan, etc.) ; neither the pdlaiyapat nor the village
revenue system ever flourished in modern times in Coimbatore; the
assessment was, as a rule, levied individually and not collectively $
writing in 1827 Mr. J. Sullivan stated that even before the British
advent "joint property" (by the village community) "had scarcely an
existence in Coimbatore ; " and that " in these provinces the ryotwar
survey (1800-1) did not in the slightest degree disturb the existing state
of property ; no man was dispossessed either of his field or of his farm;
each was registered in the name of its occupant, its value was ascer-
tained, and its rent fixed," In 1834 Mr. Drury stated in answer
to questions from the Imperial Government that the Coimbatore
ryotwar system was " founded on the custom of the country," and this
custom is alluded to by Buchanan, who saw in two places the field
accounts of Chikka Deva Edjah of Mysore. Owing, however, to the
large share of the produce that was formerly taken as assessment,
amounting in the last century to 33 per cent, of the gross (50 to 60 on
wet lands), and early in this century to 24 per cent. (Sullivan), property
in land was then, in general, of little value, and Mr. Sullivan states
that in 1815, at the close of the temporary village rental system, no
land other than garden was saleable. In these garden lands the ryots
had a peculiar proprietary right called ddhinam, whilst even on other
lands they were " fixed in their f arms as proprietors " (Sullivan), and a
ryot entering into possession obtained ** complete and indefeasible pos-
session" (Drury). These remarks* coupled with Mr. Sullivan's assertion
that the present system merely continued and did not disturb former
rights, show that the individual ryot had been continuously regarded as
the actual proprietor of the fields that he occupied. This indefeasible
proprietary possession has never been disturbed except by the fortunately
abortive efiort to manufacture zemindary estates, the preliminary to
which, viz., that of village rentals, closed in 1815 with " calamitous
consequences to the ryot" (Sullivan). Since there is no restriction to
the occupation or subdivision of land the whole district is now broken
up into about 196,068 small properties, occupied by about as many
families consisting of about one million persons, so that the land in
Ooimbatore is trtdy "nationalised," This land can be parted with
and dealt with in any way, and is the estate of the ryot so long
as he pays his assessment.

The assessment has been called rent $ tbis is not wholly correct in the
i;S<&^<^od sense of the word, since it is a fixed charge settled more
|Jcto |^i& a^Ufeafcrily for a series of years and is liable to increase only upon